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Donr Paul,

Y

our waleomo moiling of the 20th errivod today, I'm mrticu 7
glad to gotTthe dsta on the Froodonm of Information Aet ond will read it benipghs,
preperotory to writing letters, of vhich I'11 send covlus,

Ag asoon ns I saw that anormous Job o7 Yimta en tve zhone numbazs
I checked nut thuose on Cswsld vhen shot. I was seilsfled sf lesst Swo hed Lo
be fibt, and they were. Mor am I surprised at his hoving the pnlice number,
for that could be %o give to ofhers, %o resch him, Jut thet he had tie Daily
Worker numbsr and there ig no rofersnce to this in tha Report, which waa so
anxious to pin 2 vhony "red” label on nim i: swvpricing.

What can this msen? One of the otvisus possibilitios 45 tha%, when
he had the use of the phone ha got 1t from fha informetion eperntor, Somerhere
I beliove I have a copy of that aldp of prper, Or, perhers I made not=s on it
from CD 87, which 1g my recollsetien of the source, when I wert through 1% in
the Spring of 664 IT I don't hove *he orisinel, I must =al for 4%, (I've sotad
ny Senntor, who i= a timid friend) %o aak the Archiwo why then cennot recyond
to proper insuiries until after twe months vassen,) I vent to be oatisfisd
that it exists., Thon, that 1% is in his hendwriting.

one of the things Bhst hes intercsted me sinee you sent the fielermid

»

I beliecve, testified he gavo this 6r had 1t clven Lo Caw:lde But behln: frite
there ie never o wadtten record (authority, Henry vedel). 7t ie unlikely (D
vwould have throwm cuch s neme ard number avay, 1f ho got Ife Tho refewd »f S
police Joes not inspire confidence in the Fritz version, 4% 1a more Licly, I
think, thet they wented O to bo without cornpel so they mizht got hin teo tallke
The fMrat thing e good lewyer would have done, you csn be surs, is o letch the
Oawald 1lip, con snythings And the DPD knew it.

So, if onyons s eny ddeas vhy 0 hed the Torker number on hin
when killed, I 'd 1d¥%e to heor them,

Congratuls$nons on passing the examas Just led me know when to say
"doctor's

Taseinating alao how the Comiselon lawyozrs askod questions only
g0 they would not be onswered. Thore 1s half en answer in CDO78(cB1061) ¢ Thomlny,
ag usual, was wrong on the withdrawal of Q'a clearance (vhich places hin WT oL
Toro almost to the time Oswald left, may 1 add) or worse than »rong. The ona
thing he wuld not have been ls right. From my own onporisnce, when o dischazgs
is ponding, thot le proctise, no seslgnment, On the security cleerpoce, theov ic
not answered, not in any vay, It ie avolded. fnd it should beve been in tho
covering letter, for e direct onaver reouired 1little time or spece. L dipect
anewer is possible. But it is all evasions, i: you read CE1961 cerefully, b
not get 1% for me, but 1f you have gotten a copys I plen to use 1t ond Would
apprecinte it. O herwipe, wheén I zet to Shat, Y'11 get a copy for focsimile uso.
This sl rovoves o1l Corrmisclion (lewyor) innoconce on the subjecte They knew
Thornley wear wrong (yet Lisbeler quoted him) end they kmew they had no answer,
'nd ot least Donovan end Thornley indicoted o minimum secret clearance. Very
Helpful, If eny of you come aceross any more of this, ploase lob me imowe

Hoovor's latter of 11/8/63 to State, I presume, is port of the
deBrueys report. Is it not intorcating that the stempod date by *ho Pasaport
0fTice 4s 11/227% The #irth doy efter receipt, that it took 10 days %o oo Hhal
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far inside “bodey tho¥ 4n ths absenes of oy evide
cordad s "Hew Crlsans Diviaion” of 7

senathin - olse, liating this unler
I'11 heve to road bhis carofully,
BT 1nvostiistion,

ney

e

C0? That the 781 wes elaso
Regiztration ‘et-Cub

iy uonkse Congratuletions, ilave a nica noliday,




